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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. In order for a method to be considered 
a "process" under §101 , a claimed process must either: (1) be tied to another statutory 
class (such as a particular apparatus) or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such 
as an article or materials). Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 1 75, 1 84 (1 981 ); Parker v. 
Hook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972). If 
neither of these requirements is met by the claim, the method is not a patent eligible 
process under §101 and is non-statutory subject matter. With respect to Claims 1 and 
18, the claim language does not include the required tie or transformation and thus is 
directed to nonstatutory subject matter. Claims 2-17 are dependent and are rejected in 
a like manner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1, 3-12, 14-19, 21-30, 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being unpatentable over Thompson et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,668,253 B1 
(hereinafter referred to as Thompson). 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the 
prior art of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply. Applicant, in preparing the response, should consider fully the entire 
reference as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 



Regarding Claims 1 and 19, Thompson teaches a method and computer-readable 
medium, respectively, of providing object-based content to be reported in an external 
general reporting application, the method comprising: 

receiving a user selection of a business object having associated attributes, and 
displaying a view of the attributes associated with the selected business object (column 
8, lines 15-22; Figure 6); 

receiving a user selection of at least one of the attributes, the selected at least one 
attribute to be displayed in a report generated in the external reporting application, and 
adding the selected at least one attribute to a business content structure of selected 
attributes (column 8, lines 29-35 and 53-61); 

retrieving data associated with the business content structure (column 4, lines 31-32; 
column 14, lines 9-19); and 

generating an output file that the external reporting application can use to generate the 
report, the report to include the business content structure and the data associated 
therewith (Figures 12-14). 
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Regarding Claims 3, 8, 10 and 21 , 26, 28, respectively, Thompson further teaches 
wherein the business content structure represents meta-data information (column 32, 
line 37 - column 33, lines 55). 

Regarding Claims 4 and 22, Thompson further teaches displaying a view of a plurality of 
business content structures and receiving a user selection of one of the business 
content structures to be included in a report (column 8, lines 29-35; Figure 6). 

Regarding Claims 5 and 23, Thompson further teaches displaying a view of a plurality of 
business objects each having associated attributes, and wherein each of the business 
objects has a defined relationship to the selected business object (column 7, lines 12- 
14; Figure 4). 

Regarding Claims 6 and 24, Thompson further teaches displaying a view of the 
attributes for the plurality of related business objects (Figure 6). 

Regarding Claims 7 and 25, Thompson further teaches receiving a user selection of at 
least one of the attributes for the plurality of related business objects, the selected at 
least one attribute to be displayed in a report generated in the external reporting 
application, and adding the selected at least one attribute to the business content 
structure of selected attributes (column 8, lines 29-35 and 53-61). 
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Regarding Claims 9 and 27, Thompson further teaches defining a calculated field to be 
included in the business content structure, wherein the calculated field is associated 
with a function that takes one or more business object attributes as input, and uses a 
formula to compute a resultant value for the calculated field based on the input (column 
7, lines 47-54; column 9, lines 34-44; subtotals). 

Regarding Claims 1 1 and 29, Thompson does not explicitly teach wherein the resultant 
value is included in the output file. However, Thompson teaches calculation 
capabilities, subtotals (see Claims 9 and 27), as well as the capability to consolidate 
financial information. Also, Thompson discloses the use of third party product for use in 
reporting (column 30, lines 30-41 ; Figure 4). It is obvious that the subtotals or resultant 
values are in the output file so that they can be used in the external reporting 
application. 

Regarding Claims 12 and 30, Thompson further teaches persistently storing the 
business content structure in a database (column 4, lines 56-59). 

Regarding Claims 14 and 32, Thompson further teaches wherein retrieving the data 
associated with the business content structure comprises constructing and filing at least 
one database query (column 14, lines 9-19). 
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Regarding Claims 15 and 33, Thompson further teaches wherein the database query is 
an SQL query that uses the concept of derived tables (column 14, lines 9-19). 

Regarding Claims 16 and 34, Thompson does not explicitly teach wherein the output file 
is an ActiveX Data Object Recordset. However, Thompson discloses the invention 
operates on browsers with support for ActiveX controls (column 30, lines 49-54). It 
would be obvious to use ActiveX Data Object Recordsets as output files. 

Regarding Claims 17 and 35, Thompson does not explicitly teach wherein generating 
the output file that the external reporting application can use to generate the report 
further comprises transferring the output file to a reporting-tool-specific interface 
component capable of plug-and-play interaction with the external reporting application. 
However, Thompson discloses the use of MicroStrategy™ DSS Web (column 12, lines 
45-59) which is known to employ plug-n-play components. 

Regarding Claim 18, Thompson further teaches a method of providing object-based 
content to be reported in an external general reporting application, the method 
comprising: 

receiving a user selection of a business object having associated attributes, and 
displaying a view of the attributes associated with the selected business object (column 
8, lines 15-22; Figure 6); 

receiving a user selection of at least one of the attributes, the selected at least one 
attribute to be displayed in a report generated in the external reporting application, and 
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adding the selected at least one attribute to a business content structure of selected 
attributes (column 8, lines 29-35 and 53-61)); and 

persistently storing the business content structure in a database so that it can later be 
retrieved and used to generate an output file that the external reporting application can 
use to generate the report with current data (column 4, lines 56-59). 



4. Claims 2 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thompson in view of SAMS Teach Yourself Microsoft Access 2000 (hereinafter referred 
to as Access). 

Regarding Claims 2 and 20, Thompson does not explicitly teach wherein a 
business content design wizard assists in defining the business content structure. 
However, Access discloses creating databases and tables with a wizard (pages 201- 
214). Wizards are well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the Thompson invention to 
incorporate wizards in order to provide an efficient and user-friendly way to create 
databases and tables. 

5. Claims 13 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Thompson in view of Bata et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,901 ,403 B1 (hereinafter 
referred to as Bata). 

Regarding Claims 13 and 31, Thompson does not explicitly teach wherein the 
business content structure is stored as an XML document in the database, and wherein 
the business content structure attributes correspond to tags in the XML document. 
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However, Bata teaches the use of XML in the representation of data (Figure 9). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for 
Thompson to incorporate XML into the invention as the XML format is well known for 
being conducive to capturing the structure of data for network functionality. 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kesler (U.S. Patent Number 7,062,502 B1 ) teaches developing a 
user interface from metadata. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBRA ANTON I EN KO whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3601 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 
7:30 AM to 4:00 PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janice Mooneyham can be reached on 571-272-6805. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

DA 

/Janice A. Mooneyham/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



